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Dear fflll. 

In today* n all I received a copy of your otory in tho J.n no dated 7/10/79, 

"Wow 3ocrot Report on JFK* 3 Dunth Ulrica Oswuld & Ruby to Itobatorn." 

Solas ujo tiicrc vLli b® no interest la the eon-fiction I scat you shoainc kou 
tho FJX set this up for a diversion an for tho CIA to 1» timed, as it raa binned, 
by LBJ onl la tor jy otkeru* 

This appears to be the a jean oil’ no. <0 Intellectual decost ao I write to ci“- you 
a caution oooauoe iketo tdJLl bo ..m-a, 

‘ Ivin : jSinstal rer.TVtrr.ld’ 3 bee. 1 : and J>md«n In suin.- t’serr and the publisher 
for libel. B-dag* i pouroo we- tctnlUy taviopervlablff* 

Hwirv; was Dr n i^oldoa’e rcaoiat*: as latent zivi free rhut fioldeu told w Ida solo 
oooroo un s>m> line of fc.da story. 

SttLac wno on tt» ateff of the ecrrd.tto" which ia new wains tho mafia ao another 
X»to5, -Gut appearing to be s*f‘ for a ccmittiw of tho OnnyrooB, 

iurcoiio toatifloi ia eecoutivc etaalon befora vie oca'ittco ;cu’ unditr oath 
doiiicd nil. One of iiio lauysra has already wrlttctt svrerai japsrs am. ■Tt.cr. Arxtoc- 
oocif co I kimai by tho accident of 'an i^-V-ctod imolvudcat* cad ceabdatod tl*m 
about tiio facto* 

Whether or not nuts Burnt wt . "a -renter cf the t'-areaHo r»b w ho had nothing to 
do with tfco balling if O-xtjsll, ano'.'i >r elenfrrt of the no-called Boi.VnV Being 
"proof.-* 

So I suggest caution since t!sn recent Supreme Co.irt dooiaicn. and bocaune all 
of this ie really untenable* 

I1oldea*3 straw nan ±3 ridisulotw* The question do not whether the mob 
have ld.lle.1 JFK. 

ICC in foailns around with tho sese aonMOSO* Their cljaractoro are iallAnc out 
loud about piecing i-arccllo'a end oilier nob names back in a novel and raiding a 
oervie. 

Since. -ely. 





Harold Wai.elwj’g 


